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LETTER A 

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
 
No response on this page. 
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A-1 

A-2 

A-3 

A-4 

A-5 

A-6 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-1 Comment noted. Sections 1 and 2 have been revised. 
 
A-2 Comment noted. Sections 1 and 2 have been revised. 
 
A-3  Comment noted.  However, this question is outside the 
scope of this analysis. 
 
A-4 Comment noted. 
 
A-5 Comment noted. It is likely that the DSWTP’s 500 kV 
line would connect to IID KN-KS 230 kV Transmission Line.  
A transformer would be used to step down the voltage from 500 
kV to 230 kV.  However, the final design of this substation / 
switching station is not known at this time. 
 
A-6 See Response A-5. 
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A-7 

 A-8 

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-7 Comment noted. However, on February 10, 2004, the 
USFWS rejected the petition to list the western burrowing owl 
as either endangered or threatened under the California 
Endangered Species Act.  Therefore, its currently listed status is 
as a Species of Special Concern as noted in Table 3.1-1 of the 
Draft EIS/EIR. 
 
A-8 Comment noted. Section 3.1.3.2.3, Special Status 
Species, has been revised in response to this comment. 



Desert Southwest Transmission Line 
Response to Comments 

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc. 4 August 17, 2005 
Screencheck Final EIS/EIR   NOT FOR PUBLIC REVIEW 

 

A-9 

A-10 

A-11 

A-12 

A-13 

A-14 

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-9 Comment noted.  However, the goal of the Cultural 
Resources Section of this EIS/EIR is to provide BLM with 
sufficient data to compare the potential impacts to NRHP 
eligible sites, and potentially eligible sites, that could result 
from the construction of the Proposed Project and Alternatives.  
The analysis is primarily based upon a report entitled A Class II 
Cultural Resources Assessment for the Desert-Southwest 
Transmission Line, Colorado Desert, Riverside and Imperial 
Counties, California.   
 

These evaluation of cultural resources combines actual previous 
significance assessments and when not available, evaluations of 
similar types of sites throughout the Colorado Desert.  Sites 
already on the NRHP or within BLM ACECs are evaluated 
here as de facto significant as they are already listed or have 
BLM recognition as sensitive. The evaluations for all other 
sites presented in the Cultural Resources Section are therefore 
theoretical, based on Federal guidelines (National Park Service 
1991) and the expected outcome of a formal testing or 
evaluation program, historical research, and/or Native 
American Consultation.  As such they are applied only to 
compare relative potential sensitivities and effects on cultural 
resources from each of the proposed transmission line 
alternatives.  Formal evaluations will be conducted during 
Class III inventories and evaluations, once a preferred 
alternative is approved. 
 

In addition, please note that mitigation measures follow the 
procedures established by the Advisory Council on Historic 
preservation (ACHP) for compliance with Section 106 of the 
NHPA and also for compliance with CEQA. 
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LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-10 Comment noted.  Cultural Resources Impact 1 has been 
revised to clarify that this impact applies to all significant and 
potentially significant cultural resources which could be 
effected by the proposed Project. 
 
A-11 Please see Response to Comment A-9. 
 
A-12 Comment noted. However, based on 1) the Class II 
survey completed for the project, 2) Impact analysis prepared 
for both the Palo Verde-Devers I and II, and 3) the ability of 
transmission line projects to span large area of land: project 
impacts to cultural resources could be mitigated to acceptable 
levels by avoiding these resources through minor adjustments 
to the location of earth-disturbing project activities, institution 
of protection measures, application of appropriate data recovery 
archaeological methods, or several of these mitigation measures 
combined. 
 
Also see Response to Comment A-9. 
 
A-13 Comment noted. However, because the proposed 500kV 
transmission line would be constructed adjacent to an existing 
high voltage transmission line, indirect effects to NRHP-
Eligible sites are considered negligible. 
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A-14

A-15 

A-16

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-14  Comment noted.  Please see Response to Comment A-9 
and A-12. 
 
A-15 Comment noted.  Please see Response to Comment A-9. 
 
A-16 Comment noted.  Please see Response to Comment A-9. 
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A-17 

A-18 

A-19 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 

A-17 The emissions calculations were updated by applying 
more detailed information on project design and construction 
and proposed emission controls. The predicted emissions of all 
pollutants are less than federal de minimis thresholds.  
Therefore, a conformity determination is not needed. This is 
addressed in more detail in the response to comment Y-2. 
 

A-18 Air Quality Impact 1 Mitigation has been refined to 
address this comment. These will be discussed further in the 
response to comment Y-2.  All pollutant emissions are now 
predicted to be below applicable federal conformity thresholds. 
They will also be below local significance thresholds except for 
NOx emissions from tailpipes during the construction phase. 
 

A-19 Regarding the four bulleted mitigation measures proposed: 
 

§ As reflected in the revised emission calculations, all 
construction engines 50 horsepower (hp) and larger will meet 
Tier I ARB/EPA emission standards. 

§ As PM10 emissions are now below applicable local 
significance thresholds and federal conformity thresholds in 
each jurisdictional area, it is not necessary that construction 
diesel engines rated from 50 to 175 hp be equipped with 
catalyzed diesel particulate filters. 

§ Regarding ultra-low sulfur diesel fuel, it is assumed that this 
type of diesel fuel will be sold exclusively in the SCAQMD by 
the time project construction is initiated (see response to 
comment Y-7). 

§ Regarding greater vigilance for dust control and wind speeds, 
increased wind will dry out the soils more quickly. The need for 
additional watering will be monitored as a function of the 
dryness of the soil. 
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A-20 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-20 Comment noted.  A geotechnical report will be prepared 
for the proposed Project as stated under Geology and Soils 
Impact 2 Mitigation “A geotechnical engineering investigation 
consistent with California geologic and engineering standards 
will be conducted for the Proposed Project by a licensed 
geotechnical engineer.  The geotechnical engineer will prepare 
a report that summarizes the results of a field investigation, 
including site inspection and soil testing, potential geologic 
hazards including fault rupture and severe secondary effects of 
earthquakes (e.g., liquefaction), and design criteria and 
construction methods to effectively construct the Proposed 
Project with an acceptable level of risk.” 
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A-21 

A-22 

A-23 

A-24 

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-21 As stated on page 3.6-3 of the Draft EIS/EIR, Interim 
Visual Resource Management Classifications and Guidelines 
are established when a project is proposed and there are no 
approved VRM classifications to rely upon.  These Interim 
classifications are developed using the guidelines in the BLM 
VRM Manual Section 8410 and 8411, Visual Resource 
Inventory and must conform to the land use allocations set forth 
in the RMP which covers the project area.  In the absence of 
established Visual Resource Management (VRM) 
Classifications, the Interim classifications are intended to serve 
as the criteria which are used as guidelines to facilitate the 
qualitative objective assessment of potential visual impacts 
associated with project implementation The interim 
classifications and the assessment were developed in 
consultation with the BLM. 
 
A-22 Comment Noted. 
 
A-23 Comment noted.  Please refer to Section 3.6.2.3, 
Proposed Project, Alternative A, and Alternative C Impacts and 
Mitigation Measures, for a discussion of Mitigation Measures. 
 
A-24 Comment noted.  However, new simulations are not 
required for the following reasons: 1) the eastern mot 42 mile 
of line are in an area with a Class IV contrast rating, strong 
contrast are allowed in these areas, 2) the transmission line is 1 
to 3 mile away from I-10, 3) the transmission line would be 
adjacent to an existing 500 kV line, and a second line (BEP II 
Transmission Line) Proposed for the same area, and 4) this is a 
CDCA designated Utility Corridor.   
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LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
In addition, “KOPs were selected at various locations along the 
Proposed Project and alternative transmission line corridors to 
compare potential project-related visual contrasts with the 
major features in the existing landscape.  KOPs are usually 
located along commonly traveled routes or at other prominent 
observation points, such as residential developments, parks or 
trails.  Linear projects such as powerlines are rated from several 
viewpoints. A total of ten KOPs were selected for the project 
based on the following factors: 
 
• Most critical viewpoints, e.g. views from communities and 

road crossings; 

• Typical views encountered in representative landscapes, if 
not covered by critical viewpoints; and 

• Any special project or landscape features such as skyline 
crossings, river crossings, substations, etc.” 

 
In addition, the fifteen visual simulations contained in the Draft 
EIS/EIR present the project structures at their full scale and 
depict the potential visual changes that may occur with project 
implementation.  The base graphic imagery are photographs 
that provide a level of visual clarity and understanding 
sufficient to demonstrate the anticipated visual changes 
associated with project implementation.  
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A-25 

A-26 

A-27 

A-28 

A-29 

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-25 This suggested change has been incorporated into the 
Final EIS/EIR, Section 3.6.2.3.2, KOP 1. 
 
A-26 Comment noted.  However, this KOP is oriented at 
about 45 degrees to the direction of travel along Palm Road.  
This view captures the visual contrast of the structures with and 
without the landform backdrop.  This view also demonstrates 
that this is an existing utility corridor with several transmission 
lines of various designs. 
 
A-27 Comment noted.  Please see Response to Comment A-
24. 
 
A-28 Comment noted.  Please see Response to Comment A-
24. 
 
A-29 Comment noted.  Please see Response to Comments A-
21 and A-24. 
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A-30 

A-31 

A-32 

A-33 

A-34 

A-35 

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-30 Comment noted. Please note that both CEQA and 
NEPA state that the level of analysis for an impact should be 
proportional to its significance.  As stated in several sections of 
the EIS/EIR, the proposed project would be located within an 
existing electrical transmission corridor Right of Way and 
BLM designated utility corridor and the proposed project is 
consistent with applicable federal, state, and local land use 
plans.  The goal of this document if to focus on issues that are 
truly significant to the action in question, rather than amassing 
needless detail. 
 

A-31 Potential cumulative impacts are addressed in Section 4.4. 
 

A-32 The Project connection point would be at Western Area 
Power Administration’s existing Hobsonway Substation located 
east of the Blythe Energy Project area.   
 

A-33 Section 2, Alternatives Including the Proposed Action, 
does not contain a discussion of potential impacts.  Section 2 
provides a description of the Proposed Action and Alternatives.  
For a discussion of land use impacts and mitigation measures 
please refer to Section 3.7.2.  
 

A-34 Agricultural fields that may be crossed by the project 
would still remain in agricultural production with 
implementation of the proposed project.  Towers would be 
located to minimize or eliminate any restrictions to agricultural 
operations. Specific parcels would be identified when the final 
alignment is determined.  No significant cumulative 
unavoidable adverse impacts to prime agricultural lands are 
anticipated. 
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A-35 

A-36 

A-37 

A-38 

A-39 

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-35 Table 4-1 has been revised to list city/community 
locations.  Potential cumulative impacts are addressed in 
Section 4.4 of the Draft EIS/EIR. 
 
A-36 Comment noted.  However, one of the project teams 
goals, consistent with both CEQA and NEPA, was to avoid 
amassing needless detail in this environmental document.  The 
California Desert Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan is readily 
available to the public and a description of the CDCA Plan 
Amendment process is provided in Chapter 7.   
 

A-37 Comment noted. 
 

A-38 Comment noted. 
 

A-39 The status or nature of any discussions between IID and 
SCE is not within the scope of this document.  However, a 
variation of the proposed Project, referred to as Variation PP1, 
that includes shifting the alignment of the Proposed Project 
approximately 150 ft to occupy the PVD2 right-of-way has 
been incorporated into the Final EIS/EIR. 
 

a. The Project Applicant is currently coordinating with WECC 
regarding the design of the Project. To date WECC has not 
identified any concern regarding line separation. 

b. Impact analysis for Variation PP1 has been incorporated 
into the Final EIS/EIR. 

c. BLM Corridor “K’’ is 2 to 4 miles wide, therefore the 
corridor would not need to be enlarged. 

d. A CDCA Plan Amendment would not be required. 
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A-40 

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-40 Proposed access roads are shown Biological Resource 
Maps in Appendix J of the Draft EIS/EIR.  The final selection 
of access roads will be determined based on environmental 
constraints identified during the preconstruction biological, 
cultural, and geotechnical surveys, mitigation measures 
contained in this EIS/EIR, applicable regulatory permit 
conditions, final engineering design requirements, and 
contractor preferences.  In addition, a traffic control plan will 
be required for federal, state, and local Encroachment Permits.  
In addition, access road requirements will be specified in the 
COM Plan.  
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A-41 

 

LETTER “A” RESPONSES 
 
 
A-41 Information on paleontological resources is included in 
the EIS/EIR. Preconstruction surveys of identified sensitive 
areas would be conducted and potential impacts to 
paleontological resources would be minimized by proper site 
design, tower placement location and other impact avoidance 
strategies which will be incorporated into final project design.  
 
Please refer to Section 3.12.2, Regulatory Setting, for 
information about the regulatory requirements for 
Paleontological resources.  In addition, refer to pages 3.2-31 
through 3.2-35 for details of the mitigation measures.  
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LETTER B 

 

LETTER “B” RESPONSES 
 
 

IMPERIAL COUNTY PLANNING/BUILDING 
DEPARTMENT 
 
No response on this page. 
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B-1 

B-2 

B-3 

B-4 

B-5 

 

LETTER “B” RESPONSES 
 
 
B-1 The requirement for a Variance for structures in 
Imperial County (S-2 Zone) has been added to the list of 
potential permits and approvals that maybe required for the 
project, see Section 1.7, Permits, Approvals, and Regulatory 
Requirements, of the Draft EIS/EIR. 
 
B-2 The requirement for a Plan Amendment (i.e., Palo 
Verde Community Area Plan) has been added to the list of 
potential permits and approvals that maybe required for the 
project, see Section 1.7, Permits, Approvals, and Regulatory 
Requirements, of the Draft EIS/EIR. 
 
B-3 The requirement for a Plan Amendment (i.e., General 
Plan) has been added to the list of potential permits and 
approvals that maybe required for the project, see Section 1.7, 
Permits, Approvals, and Regulatory Requirements, of the Draft 
EIS/EIR. 
 
B-4 Comment noted. Land use impacts and related 
mitigation measures are outline in Section 3.7.2. 
 
B-5 Comment noted. A Geothermal Alternative has been 
added to Table 20-12 in response to this comment. 
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LETTER “B” RESPONSES 
 
 
No response on this page. 
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C-1 

LETTER C 

 

LETTER “C” RESPONSES 
 
 
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
RIVERSIDE COUNTY 
 
C-1 Comment noted.  Consistency with applicable Airport 
Land Use Plans is fully evaluated in the Draft EIS /EIR in 
Section 3.7, Land Use. As part of final design and permitting, 
the Commission will be contacted and provided with the 
needed information.  The complete list of potential permits and 
approvals that maybe required for the project are listed in 
Section 1.7, Permits, Approvals, and Regulatory Requirements, 
of the Draft EIS/EIR. 
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LETTER “C” RESPONSES 
 
 
No response on this page. 
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LETTER D 

D-1 

 

LETTER “D” RESPONSES 
 
 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 
 
D-1 Comment noted. 
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LETTER E 

E-1 

 

LETTER “E” RESPONSES 
 
 
ALBERT B. FROWISS 
 
 
E-1 Comment noted.  
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LETTER “E” RESPONSES 
 
 
No response on this page. 
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LETTER “E” RESPONSES 
 
 
No response on this page. 
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LETTER F 

 

LETTER “F” RESPONSES 
 
 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 
No response on this page. 
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F -1  

F -2  

F -3  

F -4  

F -5  

 

LETTER “F” RESPONSES 
 
 
F-1 Consistency with applicable Airport Land Use Plans is 
fully evaluated in the Draft EIS /EIR in Section 3.7, Land Use. 
As part of final design and permitting, the commission will be 
contacted and provided with the needed information.  The 
complete list of potential permits and approvals that maybe 
required for the project are listed on pages 1-7 through 1-10 of 
the Draft EIS/ EIR. 
 

F-2 Page 3.7-25 of the Draft EIS / EIR states that the 
proposed project applicants would prepare a “Notice to 
Construct” for the FAA to obtain a “Determination of No 
Hazard to Navigation.”   Once the final alignment is selected by 
the CEQA and NEPA lead agencies, the permitting phase of the 
project would commence and all necessary permits and 
approvals would be acquired. 
 

F-3 The Cumulative Impact Analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR 
does address proposed future power plants which could effect 
the same resources as the proposed Project, see Section 4.4.  
The potential growth inducing impacts of the  proposed Project 
are discussed in Section 3.4. 
 

F-4 Consistency with applicable Airport Land Use Plans is 
fully evaluated in the Draft EIS /EIR in Section 3.7, Land Use. 
Also, permits would be obtained from the Airport Land Use 
Commission and FAA. In addition, in response to a comment 
from the City of Blythe regarding potential conflicts with the 
Blythe Airport at the originally proposed location of this 
facility on the north side of Hobsonway, its location has been 
moved to the south side of Hobsonway to reduce the potential 
for these conflicts.  
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LETTER “F” RESPONSES 
 
 
F-5 The referenced document was consulted during the 
course of preparation of the Draft EIS / EIR and its citation will 
be added to the references section of the document. 
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F-6 

F-7 

 

LETTER “F” RESPONSES 
 
 
F-6 Copies of the 15 copies of the Draft EIS/EIR were sent 
to the State Clearinghouse for distribution to state agencies.  A 
comment letter on the Draft EIS / EIR was received from the 
Department of Transportation District 11 office.  Please refer to 
comment letter M. 
 
F-7 Comment noted. 
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LETTER G 

G-1 

 

LETTER “G” RESPONSES 
 
 
COACHELLA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT 
 
G-1 Comment noted. 
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LETTER H 

H-1 

 

LETTER “H” RESPONSES 
 
 
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
 
H-1 The complete list of potential permits and approvals that 
maybe required for the project are listed on pages 1-7 through 
1-10 of the Draft EIS/ EIR.  This list includes approvals from 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Once the final alignment is 
selected by the CEQA and NEPA lead agencies and the final 
design is developed, all necessary permits and approvals would 
be acquired. 
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H-1 

LETTER “H” RESPONSES 
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I-1 

LETTER I 

 
 

LETTER “I” RESPONSES 
 
 
INDIVIDUAL, CHARLES WILLIAMS 
 
I-1 Alternatives to the proposed project are described in 
Section 2.0 of the Draft EIS / EIR.  Land Use and Water 
Resources are discussed in Sections 3.7 and 3.4, respectively.  
Biological resources are discussed in Section 3.1 of the Draft 
EIS / EIR. 
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LETTER J 

J-1 

 

LETTER “J” RESPONSES 
 
 
INDIVIDUAL, SKY VALLEY CHAMBER & 
COMMUNITY CENTER 
 
J-1 Comment noted.  
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K-1 

LETTER K 

LETTER “K” RESPONSES 
 
 
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
 
K-1 Comment noted. 
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K-1 

K-2 

K-3 

K-4 

K-5 

K-6 

 

LETTER “K” RESPONSES 
 
 

K-2 Please note that the New Substation/Switching Station 
on Dillon Road would connect to IID’s existing Coachella 
Substation (see Section 2.2.2.3, Substation/Switching Station 
Facilities). In addition, the potential impacts of the 
Substation/Switching Station Facilities are addressed in 
Sections 3.1 through 3.13. 
 

K-3 Alternative B is not the preferred alternative. NEPA requires 
that the project and each alternative be analyzed at the same level of 
detail.   Under CEQA, the alternatives analysis can be less detailed but 
must provide the public and involved agencies with a comparative 
basis for evaluating significant impacts.  Once the final alignment is 
selected by the CEQA and NEPA lead agencies and the final design is 
developed, preconstruction clearance surveys would be conducted for 
the route and the results incorporated into the final Plan of 
Development. This will itemize in detail all agreed upon mitigation. 
 

K-4 Temporary habitat disturbance is disturbance of those 
areas that would subsequently be available for revegetation and 
use by fauna, following construction.  At a minimum, this 
would include soil crust disturbance and some vegetation 
crushing; and at the most it would include blading or other 
removal of soils and vegetation.  In contrast, permanent 
disturbance is considered to be surfaces permanently removed 
from the habitat (e.g. tower footings).   Because of the 
difficulty of passively or actively revegetating desert sites and 
the decades necessary to restore them to their pre-disturbance 
conditions, both temporary and permanent disturbance surface 
disturbances are considered equivalent where temporary 
disturbances result in loss of vegetation or identifiable soil 
disturbance. 
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LETTER “K” RESPONSES 
 
 
Footnote “c” for Table 3.1-2 identifies temporary disturbance 
as the area within which disturbance could occur during 
construction of the towers.  While the entirety of these 300 by 
300 foot areas would not be disturbed during construction, the 
entire area is assumed to be disturbed for the purposes of 
project description.  Similarly, permanent losses are considered 
to include not only the sites of the cement footings, but the 
remaining habitat under the towers (i.e., between the footings) 
even though this could become usable habitat in the future. 
 
K-5 The upland plant communities that occur in the areas 
where long-term impacts would occur are locally abundant in 
the project area and within the region.  The area that would be 
affected is small.  Furthermore, program mitigation measures 
will minimize impacts to the maximum extent practicable.  
Thus, long-term impacts to upland plant communities, while 
adverse, are not considered substantial and would not be 
considered biologically significant.  An assessment of relative 
significance is not directly linked to the need for mitigation. 
 
K-6 Only the 500 kV line would be built so only those 
project components associated with it would be constructed. 
Table 3.1-2 has been modified to reflect this. 
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K-7 

K-8 

K-9 

K-10 

K-11 

 

LETTER “K” RESPONSES 
 
 
K-7 An existing access road occurs over a majority of the 
proposed corridor.  In addition, based on engineering 
constraints, transmission towers will not be placed in desert dry 
washes.  Therefore, the removal of desert dry wash woodland 
habitat will be minimal.  Further, the project plans to mitigate 
for all surface disturbances.  This may be incorporated into 
compensation for desert tortoises and other species.  In 
recognition of the value of all native habitats, reclamation will 
be completed per Appendix F of the EIS / EIR. The exact 
acreages will be determined during final design after the route 
is selected. 
 
K-8 Mitigation was primarily developed using NECO Plan 
guidelines, of which the CDFG was a co-author.  In addition, 
the Final EIS/EIR will include responses to agency input and 
comments. 
 
K-9 The Final EIS/EIR has been changed to incorporate this 
period. 
 
K-10 Harwood’s milk-vetch and Coachella Valley milk-vetch 
are both federally designated species.  The Biological 
Assessment addresses both direct and indirect affects and 
details required conservation measures. 
 
K-11 Section 7 consultation will be undertaken with USFWS.  
Specific mitigation and conservation measures were developed 
using NECO plan standards, which were developed in 
conjunction with CDFG.  Also, CDFG 2081 consistency 
determination will provide an additional review.   
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K-12 

K-13 

K-14 

K-15 

K-16 

K-17 

K-18 

 

LETTER “K” RESPONSES 
 
 
K-12 The completion of the Draft Riverside County HCP has 
provided a detailed suitable habitat map.  Therefore, the Final 
EIS/EIR contains updated acreage impacts detailed and 
subsequent mitigation measures defined.  Also, Section 7 
consultation and the subsequent 2081 consistency 
determination will provide CDFG additional review. 
 
K-13 The Final EIS/EIR contains additional detail specifying 
surveying of appropriate habitat and avoidance of rocky 
outcroppings, where feasible. 
 
K-14 The Final EIS/EIR contains additional detail specifying 
surveying of appropriate habitat and reporting requirements for 
the Couch’s spadefoot toad. 
 
K-15 The Final EIS/EIR provides additional detail of 
construction monitors working on each segment of the Project. 
 
K-16 No response required. 
 
K-17 The Final EIS/EIR has been changed to incorporate this 
period. 
 
K-18 The Desert Southwest Transmission Project has not 
proposed a salvage plan. The detailed reclamation plan will be 
prepared and submitted for review after final design is 
completed and prior to the commencement of construction. 
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K-19 

K-20 

LETTER “K” RESPONSES 
 
 
K-19 The Final EIS/EIR has been changed to detail 
designated USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle map blue line 
intermittent streams (mostly unnamed) and wide washes that 
may be traversed by the transmission line.  Upon final design 
and development of the Plan of Development, consideration of 
avoidance and minimization of effects on blue line intermittent 
streams and wide washes will be analyzed in accordance with 
Section 404 and 401 of the Clean Water Act and Section 1602 
– Streambed Alteration Agreement. However, based upon the 
span widths for a 500 kV transmission project and standard 
design practices for transmission projects to keep structures out 
of floodplains and drainages, it is highly unlikely that any 
structures would encroach upon or be within an ordinary high 
water mark of streams, drainages, or ephemeral washes.   
 
K-20 Please see Response to Comment K-19 above. 


